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The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments, with respect to claims 1 - 30, filed 12 January 2004 have 
been fully considered but they are not persuasive for the following reasons. 

2. Applicants argue: "Alleva fails to teach, suggest or even mention a query or 
outputting a prose rendition of the query." (Page 2, Para 4) 

In response to Applicants' argument: the argument is moot in view of the new 
ground(s) of rejection with USPN 6,601.026. 

Examiner is entitled to give claim limitations their broadest reasonable 
interpretation in light of the specification. 

Interpretation of Claims-Broadest Reasonable Interpretation 

During patent examination, the pending claims must be 'given the broadest 
reasonable interpretation consistent with the specification.' Applicant always has the 
opportunity to amend the claims during prosecussion and broad interpretation by the 
examiner reduces the possibility that the claim, once issued, will be interpreted more 
broadly than is justified. In re Prater, 162 USPQ 541,550-51 (CCPA 1969), 

Applicants clearly state on Page 2, lines 20 - 23 of the specification that 
"Outputting the prose rendition may include processing the query in conjunction with 
rules of grammar and processing the query in conjunction with prose configuration file." 
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The query processing of Khan combined with Appelt's teaching of "The grammar 
can comprise pattern-action rules, or it can comprise one or more rules to specify a 
proper noun, a complex word, a phrase, as well as a domain event. The grammar can 
also comprise one or more rules for merging partial information from different parts of a 
document. The index for the text corpus can be searched using natural language 
querying. The natural language querying can be based on a query grammar. The query 
grammar can be associated with a topic. The query grammar can be represented as 
pattern action-rules." (column 3, lines 8 -17) clearly suggest outputting prose rendition. 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 - 30 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
Invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



under 37 CFR 1 ,56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
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not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

5. Claims 1, 7 - 12, 14, and 25 - 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent 6,338,575 issued to Khan et al. (hereinafter 
"Khan") in view of U.S. Patent 6,601,026 issued to Douglas E. Appelt et al 
(hereafter "Appelt"). 

Regarding claims 1 , 14, 29 and 30, Khan teaches a method of accessing 
information comprising: 

processing a query and a wireless identifier received from a wireless devices 
(see column 2, lines 4-34 and column 16, lines 25 - 29); 

searching a collection of data for a set of results matching the query (see column 
10, lines 44-50); and 

outputting the subset of results on the wireless device (see column 10, lines 13 - 
26 and column 1 1 , lines 1 - 3). 

Khan does not explicitly teach selectively reducing the set of results to generate 
a subset of results; and outputting a prose rendition of the query. 

Appelt teaches selectively reducing the set of results to generate a subset of 
results (see column 3, lines 20 - 25); 

outputting a prose rendition of the query (see column 3, lines 1 - 35). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine teaching of Appelt with the teaching of Khan wherein 
the query can be represented as pattern-action rules. The motivation is that the 
invention is easy to use since it does not require users to learn cryptic search syntax 
associated with the search criteria. 

Regarding claims 7 and 25, Khan teaches selectively reducing comprises: 
placing the set of results in a hierarchical data structure organized by taxonomy 

(see column 24, lines 1 8 - 46); 

discarding results positioned at a lowest level of the hierarchical data structure 

(see column 23, lines 64 - 67). 

Regarding claim 8, Appelt teaches outputting the prose rendition comprises: 
processing the query in conjunction with rules of grammar (see column 3, lines 
14-17); and 

processing the query in conjunction with a prose configuration file (see column 2, 
lines 21 -29). 



Regarding claim 9, Khan teaches outputting of the subset comprises placing the 
subset in a table (see column 23, lines 4 - 9). 
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Regarding claim 10, Khan teaches customizing the table to the wireless device 
(see column 10, lines 64 - 65). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Khan teaches customizing the table to the wireless device 
comprises: 

loading a wireless style sheet database (see column 1 1 , lines 1 - 3); 

locating a style sheet that matches the wireless identifier in the style sheet 
database (see column 1 1 , lines 3 - 6); and 

reducing the length and width of the table in accordance with the style sheet (see 
column 10, lines 13-19). 

Regarding claims 12 and 27, Khan teaches wherein reducing further comprises 
subdividing the table into a plurality of smaller tables (see column 25, lines 2 - 3). 

Regarding claim 26, Khan teaches outputting the subset comprises: 
placing the subset in a table ("see column 23, lines 4 - 9); and 
reducing the length and width of the table in accordance with the style sheet (see 
column 10, lines 13-19). 



Regarding claim 28, Khan teaches outputting the subset comprises replacing 
long form words in the table with corresponding abbreviations in an abbreviations 
database (see column 25, lines 23 - 30). 
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6. Claims 2 -6, 13, and 15-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent 6,338,575 issued to Khan in view of Appelt and 
further in view of U.S. Patent 6,505,158 issued to Allstair D. Conkie (hereafter 
"Conkie"). 

Regarding claims 2 and 20, Khan and Appelt disclose the claimed subject matter as 
discussed in claims 1 and 14 respectively. Khan teaches processing the query 
comprises: 

adding context to the search fragment (see column 10, lines 42 - 43). 

Khan or Appelt does not explicitly teach parsing the query to generate a search 
fragment; substituting long form words for abbreviations contained in the search 
fragment in conjunction with an abbreviations dictionary. 

Conkie teaches parsing the query to generate a search fragment (see column 3, 
line 22 and column 4, lines 65 - 67); 

substituting long form words for abbreviations contained in the search fragment 
in conjunction with an abbreviations dictionary (see column 3, lines 34-41), 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine teaching of Conkie with the teaching of Khan and 
Appelt wherein the words are parsed to generate the fragments. The motivation is that 
parsing articulates the way words or phrased are used. 
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Regarding claims 3 and 21 , Klian teaches adding context comprises extracting 
data from a web page from which the query was received (see column 23, lines 58 - 60; 
where "extracting data from a web page" is read on "the user is then allowed to select 
the headline or hyperlink of his/her choice"). 

Regarding claims 4 and 22, Khan teaches adding context comprises extracting 
data from a previously presented results page from which the query was received (see 
column 22, lines 53-59). 

Regarding claims 5 and 23, Khan and Appelt disclose the claimed subject matter 
as discussed in claim 1 and 12 respectively. 

Conkie teaches processing the query comprises: 
normalizing text of the query (see column 3, lines 22 - 25); 
parsing the text (see column 3, line 22); 

associating long form words for abbreviations in conjunction with an 
abbreviations dictionary (see column 3, lines 25 - 41); and 

providing meaning to the text (see column 3 lines 29 - 34). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
Invention was made to combine teaching of Conkie with the teaching of Khan and 
Appelt wherein the words are parsed to generate the fragments. The motivation is that 
parsing articulates the way words or phrased are used. 
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Regarding clainns 6 and 24, Conkie teaches associating context with the text (see 
column 4, lines 56 - 59). 

Regarding claim 13, Khan and Appelt disclose the claimed subject matter as 
discussed in claim 10, Appelt teaches customizing the table comprises: 

loading an abbreviations dictionary (see column 3, lines 39 - 51 ). 

Khan or Appelt does not explicitly teach replacing long form words in the table 
with corresponding abbreviations in the abbreviations. 

Conkie teaches replacing long form words in the table with corresponding 
abbreviations in the abbreviations (see column 3, lines 22 - 41). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine teaching of Conkie with the teaching of Khan and 
Appelt wherein the words are parsed to generate the fragments. The motivation is that 
parsing articulates the way words or phrased are used. 

Regarding claim 15, Conkie teaches the query is a combination of text, sentence 
fragments and abbreviated words (see column 3, lines 20 - 67). 

Regarding claim 16, Conkie teaches the query is text (see column 3, lines 24 - 

25). 
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Regarding clainn 17, Conkie teaches the query is sentence fragments (see 
column 4, line 4). 

Regarding claim 18, Conkie teaches the query is abbreviated words (see column 
3. lines 22-25). 

Regarding claim 19, Conkie teaches the query is speech (see column 2, lines 4 - 

6). 

Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Fred I. Ehichioya whose telephone number is 703-305- 
8039. The examiner can normally be reached on M - F 8:00 AM to 4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John E. Breene can be reached on 703-305-9790. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
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For more information about the PAIR system, see http://palr-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Fred I. Ehichioya 
Examiner 
Art Unit 21 72 
February 12, 2004 




